“ X Common’ pine
onstr/u@a/P larBear 0 . YR
" S— ‘Macaimal /an tahr
) / A

[ Forest
[ 1 Enclosure site
Non-enclosure site

" Building
0 50 100 150 m
[ —

Figure S1: Sketch of the zoo of Vienna (“Tiergarten Schonbrunn”). The forested
area was excluded from observations. The remaining area depicts the study site,
with 38 foraging sites indicated. Enclosure sites (light grey) are labelled with the
respective zoo-animal inhabitant, non-enclosure sites (dark grey) with an

indication of their purpose.




[ Forest

1 Grid site
0 50 100 150 m
[ 2= |

Figure S2: Division of the zoo into an evenly spaced hexagonal grid (grid sites)

used to assess space use of crows.
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Figure S3: Maps generated in QGIS, to identify the number of foraging sites (a)
and grid sites (b) individual crows were sighted in, respectively. Crow sightings
in map (a) and (b) are identical, and depict all crow sightings from study 2 (n =

1004 sightings).



Table S1: Frequency distribution of behavioural responses to coping style tests
by all crows considered in the paper (n = 36). Docility scores are given in 0 = no

struggle and 1 = struggle during handling. Tonic immobility scores are given in 0

=TIl induced and 1 = TI not induced.

Tonic immobility

Total
0 1
z 0 1 17 28
g 1 1 7 8
a

Total 12 24 36




